languages are overrepresented among the known languages with linguistic rara due to the researchers typically having more intimate knowledge of them.
To examine this, I web scraped the University of Konstantz electronic database of linguistic rara (Plank, 2006) . The rara were matched with their corresponding area and genealogical stock using the AUTOTYP database (Nichols, Witzlack-Makarevich & Bickel, 2013) . In order to safeguard against a stock being overrepresented due to retainment of a diachronically old and stable rare feature and simplify further analyses, only those rara that were reported to be found in a single language were left in the sample.
Statistical analyses of the data suggest that European languages are reported to contain a linguistic rarum that has been observed only in a single language more frequently then would be expected. Bootstrapping simulations also suggest that European languages contain unique rara more frequently than should be expected by chance (Figure 1 ). The results suggest two primary interpretations of the data. The first interpretation is that having a unique linguistic feature is more widespread among the world's languages than is usually assumed, and European languages stand out in the data due to implicit ethnocentrism of the researchers who are more familiar with the features of languages spoken in Europe, and so are more likely to spot a rarum in them. This could mean that the amount of ALUs is overestimated. The second interpretation suggests that European languages are indeed more unusual that the "cross-linguistic mean", which has implications for the sociological aspect of linguistic theory building. I will discuss the implications of both interpretations for the study of linguistic universals, and argue for the former interpretation. Amount of rara Probability of rara amount
